Fr.t L en s
Comments in Response to L.ocalism Notice of Proposed Rulemakihig*“eigew ) aatR
MB Docket No. 04-233 kR A 7930

i submit the following comments in response to theabocalism Notice 0‘1:8 ‘ gﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁ\(ing (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-23%7/)p p 1o
/

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate Firgt &(Bleggment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be dz;ed

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisery board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice ffom those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public sccess requirements would do so — even i a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be -
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(9) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chatlenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng )
MB Docket No. 04-233 o MAR 1720
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notit;é{ of Pf_serc%’ IENSlARY (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. i

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedure@gﬂdﬂ o} ﬁolate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - dﬁihu?_. r:?gl be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who.resist advice from those who don't share their
vaiues coutd face increased harassment, complaints ard everi Iugs, of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to sﬁape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yat, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233 T .
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I submit the following col rr@nts in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakl n? (the

“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, &OQB, n MB Daocket No. 04-233. FCC Mail B
"

Any new FCC ru!es policies or procedu?es -must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.
() The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, 1o take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impasition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what praograms would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would bs
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking “: . - Rece'Ned & \n:?pec"e

MB Docket No. 04-233 1 7 P

| submit the following comments in responsg ;%.ocallsm Notice of Proposed Ru emaklng {the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04- /3 o £CC Mail Room

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate Firé‘t-Rﬁnendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

N The FCC must not force radio stations, especlal’ly religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed- adwé'ory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don'’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (&) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed MF%B
‘NPRM?), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, ai m

Any new FCC rules, policieiﬂﬂﬁ %ﬂx s must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if ena ? sgnd must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complamts d even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpaints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

€3] The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automaticaily barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay frue to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by s bstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, ( Yy further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force serv utbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures ol 's discussed above.
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Comments in Response l:o Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking W\R 1
MEBE Docket No. 04-233 - - . € cC Ma“ Room

I submit the following comments in respoﬁse to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viglate First Amendment rights. A number of

proposals discussed in the ;IPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.
008 MAR |7 D 2: e

(1) The FCC must not force radio static%s.seipeciaiiy religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatjble viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, indudfng;img}cc, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decisicn-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secutar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Rece;yed
MB Docket No. 04-233 & Inspactq od

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemm (ﬁ? Zﬂn
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, '9

Any new FCC rules, pcélgtis’@&r&'}d@s puetepot violate First Amendment rights. A nu%g”oROom
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would d — and must not be adopted.

(0 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Rdlglousbm tef who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, com& and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station info a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtaited service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakin .
MB Docket No. 04%3 pos g Received & Inspected

| submit the following comments in’ réépdnsé t‘bi th'e' Lbcalism Notice of Proposed mfaaZIr@ﬂﬂe
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, .
FCC Mail Room

Any new FCC rules, poficies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force zgg@o}giar{iﬁns, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, oomplaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing moompgtubl rg shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, mcluding‘t FCC dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaker market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smalter market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not o adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking RARFANS \“SQQG\B

MB Docket No. 04-233 el
” Qe o g

| submit the following comments in response to the Lo?ﬂfm Notice of Proposed Pmnak g (the
“‘NPRM?), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. M,ﬂﬁ D \:\00
17 N\a\\

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendr%“e&fﬁgﬁgc}}\ number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especiallﬂf,“réiig'rous broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory béa’m-p@oposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from these who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impasition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of pregramming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The propesed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Rece‘wed & \nspected

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakingu e “AR 1 1 7 A
MB Docket No. 04-233 -
ajl Room

I submit the following comments in responsg!%the Localism Notice of Proposed ﬁ%MQ zthe
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not vrolat&l o»xiendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must n adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio statuons e\:,peqally religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposetd advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resrst;advipe from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemnment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their befiefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response t cahsm Notice of Proposeﬁﬂ@nuﬁﬂ (ﬁeom
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-2 / >

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate Fl/rgt Amegndment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wou[d do so — and must not b opted.

&) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed adw;ory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advrce;from those who don'’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

@) The FCC muyst not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters, Those who stay frue {o their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking ~MAR 17 2003
MB Docket No. 04-233 '

| submit the following comments in response to thggﬁ?cgllsm Notice of Proposeg Ma“eﬁ?&me
“‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-23 R

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First AmendfﬁSnt rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{n The FCC must not force radio stations, espeblaﬂy foligiqys broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed aﬂ\nsory proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice ffém-those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station inte a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message detivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially refigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves wouid amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a} by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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{ submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposeﬁggmam
‘NPRW), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, poliféfs e do\ﬁs must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enac Ia’-ds Bo — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religiaus- kroadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, compfﬁintk and sven loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decisicn-making information. The chaice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face iong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet,.the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
‘public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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{ submit the fotlowing comme%' sponse to the Localism Notice of Proposed M?e"rﬁm
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in NP %—233

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not%fl;late First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

Iy e,
{1) The FCC must not force'r 3 ia‘stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from

people w%g@_l@t’sw The NPRM? 'sﬁbvr;yosed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitufional mandates. Religious broadcasters resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First

Amendment prohibits govermment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a raligious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of procgramming, especially religious programming, is not properiy dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissicners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the slectricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, tha Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RESULT: Now, it is possible to serve several missions from one location. But under this proposal, many

co-location arrangements would be forced to end — raising daily operating costs and imposing immediate
expenses related to moving, construction of other facilities and overseeing forced relocations.

RESULT: When coupled with the rapidly rising costs of broadcasting, including multiplying electricity
expenses, extended staffing requirements and forced relocations will leave some Christian Broadcasters
with little choice: either cut back or give up.

The First Amendment protects the free exercise of religion. The government must not be allowed to
impose rules that violate it. Christian Radio needs your support now to keep its message of salvation
strong on the nation's airwaves. It’s not just a Christian thing — everyone’s fundamental constitutionat
rights are at stake. '

HERE’S WHAT YOU CAN DO:

The FCC is taking comments on these proposals. You can add your comments to the record. The FCC
can only make rute changes based on evidence — and the evidence you submit can make a difference!

By Mail: Send a letter, specifying what the FCC must not do and why. Make sure you place the docket
number on top of the letter to be sure it is delivered to the correct office:

MB Docket No. 04-233, Comments in Response o Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

Mail your comments, so they arrive by April 14, 2008 to

Using the US Postal Service: Or using FedEx, UPS, DHL or similar services:
The Secretary The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW 9300 East Hampton Drive
Washington, DC 20554 Capitol Heights, MD 20743
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau. Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

By Intemet: Visit http://www.savechristianradio.com for easy step-by-step comment submission

assistance.

You can also write to your Senators and Congressman. Telt them that freedom of religion and freedom of
speech are threatened. Describe the problematic FCC proposals and the harm they will cause, if they are
adopted. For help Jocating your Senators and Congressman —  visit hitp://www.savechristianradio.com
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| submit the following comments in onse to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Do thO? %33

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not w@?ét irst Amendment rights, A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(N The FCC must not force radio?tatiqns especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPF\‘M’S propased advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who;es';;t advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and evén loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their pregramming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must net turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message detivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properiy dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

)] The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automgtically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissicners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and pctentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smalier market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtalled service is contrary to the
publsc interest,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking )
MB Docket No. 04-233 o Received & Inspected

| submit the following comments in response to the Locallsm Noflce of Proposed Rulemmb ﬁlﬂﬂﬂﬂ
"NPRM"}, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

ook aiL Fpom
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedur&@ not violate First Amendment nghts A number o
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would d /—Fmgjn ust not be adopted.

)] The FCC must not force radio stations, especiatly rehgtous bc‘l:oadcasters to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints anif even |oss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to Qha_Be their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Federal Communications CommissiogaR 1| 7 7008
445 12th Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554 ECC Mail Ronin

Dear Mr. Martin:

It is my understanding that the FCC recently initiated a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on
broadcast localism, asserting that broadcasters may not be adequately serving their local
communities. Although | do find this to be true of some broadcasting stations in the Houston
area, | would like to note that all radio and television stations affiliated with Univision in the
Houston area, to include Univision Television Channel 45, Telefutura Channel 67 and all
Houston Univision radic stations, have far surpassed the American Heart Association’s
expectations of media support.

As a non-profit health organization, the local Houston Division of the American Heart
Association has received outstanding support from Univision Television and Radio. Both
divisions have devoted numerous resources to inform Houston's Hispanic community about
their high risk for heart disease, along with what can be done to prevent cardiovascular disease
and stroke, the No. 1 and No. 3 leading causes of death in America.

For several years, Univision has been the Association's Go Red for Women campaign media
sponsor, providing coverage of the women's heart disease awareness campaign via community
programming, cemmunity spotlights, news and on-air talent support.

In addition to our Go Red for Women campaign, Univision has also provided community
spotlights and news features on numerous campaigns to include initiatives that focus on
Childhood Obesity, stroke in the African American Community and efforts to help Houstonians
start walking programs and become physically active. in addition, Univision Television and
Radio, consistently work with the American Heart Association on news based stories, covering
aspects of recent research and findings from the American Heart Association.

The American Heart Association truly views Univision as a partner in the fight against heart
disease and stroke. With their year-round support of gur numerous campaigns, initiatives and
research we are able to reach millions of Houstonians with life-saving information. We
respectfully request that as you proceed with your findings you note that both Univision
Television and Radio has gone above and beyond for the American Heart Association.

Sincerely,

Amber Baker

Executive Director

American Heart Association — Houston Division
10060 Buffalo Speedway

Houston, TX 77054

713-610-5000 {main)

713-610-5001 (direct)

713-610-5200 ({fax)

amber.baker@heart.org

American Stroke



. HKSCR-935FM/KBMO- 1200 AM =
. 105- 13th Street N. » Benson, MN 56215 - :
- 320-843-3290 = Fax 320-843-3955 -
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Before the Federal Communications Commisaion
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Broadcast Locallam MB Docket No, 04-233

Let me make It clear, in no uncertain terms, if we are required to staff our radlo stations (KBMO-AM
& KSCR-FM) 24/7 we will no longer be on the air 24 hours a day. It would be simply Impossible
financially, That means we would nol be able to provide 24-hour emergency servics as we presently do
in the event of starms or other emergencles. Sure, we could come back on the alr...but we would have
no audlence as no one would expect us 1o be on the air, it takes time and cansistency to bulld an
audience. We would nat be on the alr to provide automatic EAS service.

At the present time we run in an automated mods during the evening and eary morning hours, If
there Is an emergency we physically operate the station to provide local servica. Authoritles have no
trouble contacling someone from the station 24 hours a day. _

If forced to staff the statlon 24 hours per day we woulg sign-off in the evening and resume
broadcasting In the morning, leaving our listenars with NO SERVICE at night,

I know, for a fact, that other small statlons in our area would also have no choice but to shut down
overmighl, in a day when you are attempting to Increase local service this would be a devastating blow
to localism and our listeners,

Raspectfuily Submitted:
@L\Q Costoosr

Paul Estenson »~ *

President/General Manager (320) 843-3290
Quest Broadcasting, Inc

105 131h St. N.

Benson, Minnesota 58215

2/28/08

Your Community Stations......serving central and western Minnesota



